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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment filed 10/27/2009. 

2. Claims 99 and 101-1 18 are pending in this application. Claims 99, 106, and 113 are 
independent claims. Claims 113-114 are amended. This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 106-107 and 109-1 18 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Bates et al. ("Bates", US 5,390,295). 

As per claim 106, Bates teaches a method for displaying active information windows on a 
screen, wherein the information windows are generated by a computer and the screen is operably 
connected to the computer, and wherein the information windows may be displayed in two or 
more formats, comprising: 

identifying at least one active window, wherein the identified windows will be displayed 
in a first format on the screen (col. 5, lines 9-31), 

recognizing at least one active window, wherein the recognized windows will be 
displayed in a second format on the screen, and wherein none of the identified windows are 
recognized (col. 7, lines 4-16); and 
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generating a display on the screen for viewing identified windows and recognized 
windows, wherein a first format display is generated for each of the identified windows (col. 5, 
lines 9-25), wherein a second format display is generated for each of the recognized windows, 
and wherein the second format is different from the first format (col. 5, lines 25-31, col. 7, lines 4- 
16), comprising 

arranging the first format displays and second format displays for display on the screen, 
wherein the computer is used in the arranging step (col. 4, lines 61-68); and 

repeating the steps of identifying, recognizing and generating when a new window is 
activated (col. 8, lines 66-col.9, lines 3). 

As per claim 107, Bates teaches the method wherein the steps occur automatically each 
time a new window is activated (col. 8, lines 66-col.9, lines 3). 

As per claim 109, Bates teaches the method wherein the first format displays are arranged 
vertically side-by-side (col. 5, lines 21-23). 

As per claim 110, Bates teaches the method wherein the first format displays are arranged 
horizontally (col. 5, lines 24-25). 

As per claim 111, Bates teaches the method wherein the generating step further 
comprises minimizing the recognized windows (col. 5, lines 25-31, col.7, lines 5-16). 

As per claim 112, Bates teaches the method wherein a database manager is used, and 
wherein the step of generating further comprises accessing a database of information and using 
the accessed database information to generate the first format displays (col. 6, lines 7-12, col.7, 
lines 17-38). 
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As per claim 113, Bates teaches a database management system using windows of 
information and auto-arranging of the windows, wherein each time a previously inactive window 
is activated the system autoarranges the windows for display on a screen (col.2, lines 15-32), 
comprising: 

a memory, wherein data for use in generating information windows is stored (col. 3, lines 

44-46); 

a processor, operably coupled to the memory (col. 3, lines 40-42), that auto-arranges the 
windows of information; wherein the windows of information are automatically arranged (col. 7, 
lines 40-46; timing function set to "on" cause windows to be arranged automatically), the 
processor comprising: 

means for generating windows of information using data from the memory (col. 7, lines 
17-38); and 

means for auto-arranging windows of information into an arranged format, wherein more 
than one window may be arranged, and wherein each time a previously inactivate window is 
activated, all the active windows are arranged so that the arrangement of windows changes each 
time a previously inactivate window is activated (col. 8, line 66-col.9, line 4), and wherein the 
activated window is displayed in a first format (col. 7, lines 5-16, activity is based on tiling 
percentage); and 

a screen, operably coupled to the processor (col. 3, lines 41-42), wherein the screen 
displays the information windows in an arranged format (Fig. 2D). 

As per claim 114, Bates teaches the database management system wherein the 
means for auto-arranging windows comprises: 
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means for determining windows to be arranged in the first format and windows to be 
arranged in a second format, wherein at least one window is determined to be arranged in the 
first format (col. 5, lines 18-31). 

As per claim 115, Bates teaches the database management system wherein the windows 
determined to be arranged in the second format are represented by graphical icons and are 
displayed in a lower portion of one or more of the first format windows (col. 7, lines 5-16). 

As per claim 116, Bates teaches the database management system wherein the arranged 
format is a targeted format chosen by a user of the database management system, further 
comprising means for choosing a target format (col. 5, lines 5-8; Fig.3A & 4). 

As per claim 117, Bates teaches the database management system wherein the user may 
enter a customized target format, further comprising a keyboard, wherein the customized target 
format may be entered (col. 5, lines 5-8, Fig.3A & 4). 

As per claim 118, Bates teaches the database management system wherein the user may 
choose from several different formats, the data management system further comprising means 
for displaying a list of formats to be chosen (col. 5, lines 5-8, Fig.3A & 4). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 99 and 101-105 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates et al. ("Bates", US 5,390,295) in view of Blahut et al. ("Blahut", US 5,463,728) in view of 
Porter et al. ("Porter", US 5,838,318). 

As per claim 99, Bates teaches a method for arranging a desired number of activated 
windows of information for display on a screen connected to a computer, wherein the desired 
number is the number of activated windows to arrange for display on the screen in a particular 
format, and wherein the computer activates windows (col.2, lines 15-32), the method 
comprising: 

choosing the desired activated windows to arrange on the screen in the particular format 
(Fig. 4, Minimum Tiling Percentage; col. 7, lines 4-16; col. 8, lines 2-4) 

identifying activated windows for display, wherein the number of activated windows 
identified for display equals the desired number of activated windows to be displayed in the 
particular format, wherein the desired number of activated windows to be displayed is greater 
than one (col. 5, lines 9-31, col. 8, lines 2-4; desired number of windows to be displayed is 
determined by specified min tiling percentage), 

arranging the identified windows on the screen for display in the particular format, 
wherein the identified windows are visibly arranged (col. 5, lines 5-8); and 

wherein each time a new window is activated the steps of identifying and arranging are 
repeated (col.8, lines 66-col.9, lines 3). 

However, Bates does not expressly teach choosing the desired number of activated 
windows to arrange on the screen in the particular format and wherein the most recently 
activated windows are identified for display. Blahut teaches a method of arranging windows 
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wherein the desired number of windows to be displayed is specified (Blahut, col. 5, lines 22-27). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include Blahut's teaching with Bates' method in order to limit the number of windows to be 
displayed according to the user's preference. 

Furthermore, the method of Bates and Blahut does not teach wherein the most recently 
activated windows are identified for display. Porter teaches a method wherein the most recently 
activated windows are automatically arranged (Porter, col.3, line 66-col.4, line 2). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include Porter's 
teaching with the method of Bates and Blahut in order to view the latest information. 

As per claim 101, the method of Bates, Blahut, and Porter teaches the method wherein 
the choosing the desired number of activated windows to arrange on the screen comprises 
choosing a default value (Bates, col. 7, lines 39-41). 

As per claim 102, the method of Bates, Blahut, and Porter teaches the method further 
comprising recognizing one or more activated windows which have not been identified for 
display and will not be arranged for display on the screen in the particular format (Bates, col. 5, 
lines 25-31). 

As per claim 103, the method of Bates, Blahut, and Porter teaches the method wherein an 
activated window not identified for display may be represented on the screen with a 
representative display, the method further comprising representing one or more recognized 
windows on the screen with a representative display (Bates, col. 5, lines 25-31). 

As per claim 104, the method of Bates, Blahut, and Porter teaches the method wherein 
the representative display is an icon which graphically represents the recognized window and 
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wherein the icon is displayed simultaneously with an identified window (Bates, col. 5, lines 25- 
31,col.7, lines 5-16). 

As per claim 105, the method of Bates, Blahut, and Porter teaches the method further 
comprising minimizing the recognized window (Bates, col. 5, lines 25-31, col. 7, lines 5-16; 
Porter, col. 16, lines 51-56). 

7. Claim 108 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bates et al. 
("Bates", US 5,390,295) in view of Conrad et al. ("Conrad", US 5,956,030). 

As per claim 108, Bates teaches the method of claim 106, wherein the second format is 
graphic icons (Bates, col.7, lines 5-7) and wherein the method further comprises arranging the 
graphic icons, wherein the graphic icons are arranged in an orderly fashion (Bates, col.7, lines 5- 
16). However, Bates does not teach the graphic icons are arranged to overlay on the first format 
display. Conrad teaches a method of managing windows wherein icons are displayed 
overlapping windows shown in a different format from those of the icons (Conrad, Fig.2, 3, 5). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to include Conrad's 
teaching with Bates' method in order to conserve display space and view both types of windows 
simultaneously. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 10/27/2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 
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a) Bates does not anticipate the claimed invention because it fails to disclose or suggest 
"repeating the steps of identifying, recognizing and generating when a new window is activated," 
as recited in claim 106, and "means for auto-arranging windows of information into an arranged 
format, wherein more than one window may be arranged, and wherein each time a previously 
inactivate window is activated, all the active windows are arranged so that the arrangement of 
windows changes each time a previously inactivate window is activated, and wherein the 
previously inactive window is displayed in a second format," as recited in claim 113. 

b) The apparatus would not allow a user to choose a desired number of activated 
windows to arrange on the screen in a particular format, as recited in claim 99. 

The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

Per a) Bates teaches the re-arrangement of windows into a first format when a window is 
activated. In Bates when a window is activated or put in focus this results in a lose focus event 
wherein another window is recalculated to determine how long its been active and appropriately 
displayed (Bates, col. 9, lines 28-50). 

Per b) In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Blahut teaches a method of 
choosing a desired number of windows to display wherein Bates teaches the method of arranging 
windows on a screen in a particular format. 
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Communications 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sajeda Muhebbullah whose telephone number is (571) 272-4065. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Wednesday/Thursday and alt. Mondays from 8:00 am 
to 4:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong, can be reached on (571) 272-4124. 

The central fax number for the organization where correspondence for this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Sajeda Muhebbullah 

Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 

/S. M.I 



/DENNIS-DOON CHOW/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



